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REMARKS 

An IDS is submitted herewith. A replacement drawing sheet and an annotated drawing 
sheet is also included. 

Claims 55-60 were pending before this amendment. Claim 55 is currently amended to 
include the limitations of claim 56, and claim 56 is cancelled herewith. No new matter has been 
added. Withdrawn claims 25, 33-37, 45-49 are cancelled herewith. Claims 55 and 57-60 are 
now in the case. 

Applicants have amended the paragraph in the specification beginning at page 10, line 20 
to include the clause "and can optionally extend from the head portion to a radiused terminal end 
71". New Figs. 6 and 7 show a radiused terminal end 71. No new matter has been added by 
these amendments since they are fully supported by originally filed Figs. 6 and 7, which form 
part of the specification. 

Applicants acknowledge that the Examiner has reviewed and accepted the terminal 
disclaimer filed on June 24, 2004. 

Applicants acknowledge that the Examiner has noted the documents filed July 6, 2004 in 
an IDS. Such documents pertain to a European opposition in a related case. 

Applicants respectfully submit that claims 55 and 57-60 are in condition for immediate 
allowance, which is respectfully requested. 

Claims 55-60 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, for failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. Applicants have amended the specification to 
describe that an elastomeric element "can optionally extend from the head portion to a radiused 
terminal end 71". New Figs. 6 and 7 (reproduced below) show an elastomeric element having a 
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radiused terminal end 71. With this amendment, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejection. 



The Examiner has stated that claim 56 would be allowable if the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejection 
is overcome, and if it is re- written in independent form, including limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. The fully supported amendment to the specification has been 
discussed above, and independent claim 55 has been amended to include all the limitations of 
claim 56. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that, as amended, claim 55 is in condition 
for immediate allowance, an action the Applicants respectfully request. 



FIG. 6 




FIG. 7 
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Claims 55 and 57 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
McVeigh, U.S. Patent No. 1,796,893 in view of Michaels, U.S. Patent No. 5,040,260. The 
rejection of claim 55 is moot in view of amendments to claim 55, and since claim 55 is now in 
condition for allowance, claim 57 is in condition for allowance for at least the reason that it 
depends from an allowable claim. 

Claims 55 and 57 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Dolinsky, U.S. Patent No. 4,288,883 in view of Michaels, U.S. Patent No. 5,040,260. The 
rejection of claim 55 is moot in view of amendments to claim 55, and since claim 55 is now in 
condition for allowance, claim 57 is in condition for allowance for at least the reason that 
depends from an allowable claim. 

Claims 55 and 57 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Weideman, U.S. Patent No. 4,277,862 in view of Michaels, U.S. Patent No. 5,040,260. The 
rejection of claim 55 is moot in view of amendments to claim 55, and since claim 55 is now in 
condition for allowance, claim 57 is in condition for allowance for at least the reason that 
depends from an allowable claim. 

Claims 58-60 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
McVeigh, U.S. Patent No. 1,796,893, Dolinsky, U.S. Patent No. 4,288,883 or Weideman, U.S. 
Patent No. 4,277,862 in view of Michaels, U.S. Patent No. 5,040,260 as applied to claim 55, and 
further in view of Muhler, U.S. Patent No. 3,613,143. The rejection of claims 58-60 is moot in 
view of amendments to claim 55; since claim 55 is now in condition for allowance, claims 58-60 
are in condition for allowance for at least the reason that they depend from an allowable claim. 

Applicants respectfully submit that claims 55 and 57-60 are in condition for immediate 
allowance, which is respectfully requested. 
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It is not believed that any charges are due, but please apply any charges or credits to 
deposit account 06- 1 050, referencing Attorney Docket No. 002 1 6-368005. / 



Fish & Richardson P.C. 
225 Franklin Street 
Boston, MA 021 10-2804 
Telephone: (617)542-5070 
Facsimile: (617) 542-8906 

20947718.doc 



Date: October 13.2004 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS : 

The attached replacement sheet includes changes to Figs. 6 and 7. These figures replace 
the original figures. 

New Figs. 6 and 7 show a radiused terminal end 71. 

Attachments following last page of this Amendment: 

Replacement Sheets (1 pages) 

Annotated Sheets Showing Change(s) (1 pages) 
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